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RESPONSE TO RESTRICTION REQUIREMENT 

Sir: 

The Office Action dated 02/21/2006 has been carefully considered. In response thereto, 
please enter the following election and consider the following remarks. 

ELECTION 

The Office states that the claims are directed to distinct inventions and requires restriction 
to one of Group I (claims 1-14, 18-23, 27-28, and 35), Group H (claims 15-17, and 29-34), or 
Group m (claims 24-26). 

In response to the restriction requirement, Applicant elects Group I (claims 1-14, 18-23, 
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27-28, and 35). 

This election is made with traverse. 

First, in the interests of equity and fairness, Applicant should be entitled to pursue different 
types of claims in the present application, particularly, method and system claims, to fully protect 
the disclosed invention. If the restriction is maintained, Applicant will need to bear the costs 
associated with pursuing at least two (2) different patent applications to protect each type of claim. 

Second, as is provided in 35 U.S. C. § 121, restriction to one of two or more claimed 
inventions is proper only if the inventions are "independent and distinct." In the present case, the 
Office states that the inventions are distinct because they are unrelated each to the other. As stated 
in the Office Action, "[inventions are unrelated if it can be shown that they are not disclosed as 
capable of use together and they have different modes of operation . . (Office Action, p. 2; 
emphasis added). The Office states that the different inventions have different modes of operation. 
Regardless of the modes of operation, however, Applicants believe that the inventions as disclosed 
are capable of use together. 

For example, with regard to Groups I and II, independent claim 15 (Group II) recites 
"means for compressing messages, and means for decompressing messages". Independent method 
claim 1 (Group I) recites a method that compresses requested information and then sends it (i.e. a 
message) to the requestor that can be used with claim 15. Independent method claim 7 (Group I) 
recites a method that receives compressed information (i.e. a message) and then decompresses it 
that can be used with claim 15. Independent method claim 18 (Group I) recites compressing and 
decompressing messages that are received or sent and which can be used with claim 15. 

With regard to Groups II and HI, independent claim 29 (Group U) recites "instructions for 
encoding and decoding a message according to a compression dictionary". Independent method 
claim 24 (Group HI) recites a method that creates such a compression dictionary that can be used 
with claim 29. 

With regard to Groups I and JR 9 independent claim 1 (Group I) recites "caching a 
compression dictionary" for use in compressing requested information. Independent method claim 
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